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(57) ABSTRACT 

Binary screen image data redigitiZed in pixels are retouched, 
speci?cally to eliminate local screen defects such as dust 
artifacts and scratch artifacts. Defective screen dots are 

selected and recorded for the purpose of detecting screen 
defects. Then, dust artifacts and scratch artifacts or the like 
are removed from contaminated image data. Furthermore, 
missing points in the screen are also ?lled up, and inhomo 
geneous image regions are corrected in part. The production 
of visible moire effects in the retouched image data is 
avoided by the replacement of only small areas. 
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METHOD FOR RETOUCHING SCREENED 
BINARY IMAGE DATA REDIGITIZED IN PIXELS 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

[0001] The invention relates to a method for retouching 
screened binary image data redigitiZed in pixels, preferably 
comprising the elimination of local screen defects, in par 
ticular of dust artifacts and scratch artifacts. 

[0002] When screened originals are being redigitiZed by 
means of scanners, a Wide variety of contaminants (dust, 
scratches, . . . ) may degrade the output quality of the binary 
image data. These faults may have arisen through Wear, 
unsuitable storage, or inexpert handling. Again, defects in 
the scanner, for example a scratch in the glass or dust in the 
optical system, lead to an undesired deterioration in the 
output quality. 

[0003] Various methods such as, for example, What is 
knoWn as pixel cloning, or other types of retouching are 
exceptionally complicated and time consuming to operate on 
the binary image data When they are not congruent With the 
screen of the original. In the case of other methods, the 
screen dots are replaced over a larger area in the selected 
section, but this can then lead to moire effects and thereby 
degrade the output quality. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0004] It is accordingly an object of the invention to 
provide a method of retouching screened binary image data 
redigitiZed in pixels, Which overcomes the above-mentioned 
disadvantages of the heretofore-known devices and methods 
of this general type and Which improves retouching of the 
type mentioned above. 

[0005] With the foregoing and other objects in vieW there 
is provided, in accordance With the invention, a method of 
retouching screened binary image data redigitiZed in pixels, 
in particular for eliminating local screen defects, such as 
dust artifacts and scratch artifacts. The method comprises 
selecting defective screen dots in the image and recording 
the defective screen dots for detecting screen defects. 

[0006] In accordance With an added feature of the inven 
tion, all the possible screen dots are determined for the 
purpose of selecting defective screen dots in a selected 
screen region (image region), and the existing screen struc 
ture is analyZed. 

[0007] In accordance With an additional feature of the 
invention, addressed (“blackened”) pixels arranged imme 
diately adjacent to one another are regarded as forming a 
screen dot. 

[0008] In accordance With another feature of the inven 
tion, in order to avoid screen dot contacts betWeen mutually 
adjacent screen dots, a uniform magnitude With a suf?ciently 
small degree of area ?ll for a screen cell is achieved for the 
screen dots by means of a morphological erosion. 

[0009] In accordance With a further feature of the inven 
tion, missing screen dots are selected and recorded as 
defective screen dots by comparing the determined screen 
dots and the possible screen dots. 
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[0010] In accordance With again an added feature of the 
invention, screen dots that are developed too much (dark) or 
too little (bright), i.e., screen dots outside an acceptable 
coverage range, by comparison With the average of a number 
of screen dots are selected and recorded as defective screen 
dots. 

[0011] The method according to the invention may be 
dissected into tWo, preferably sequential, process sequences, 
namely: 

[0012] A) the detection of contaminated and/or 
defective image regions in the screen surface accord 
ing to one or more of the foregoing paragraphs; and 

[0013] B) the replacement of the defective regions 
With suitable screen image data according to one or 
more of the folloWing paragraphs. 

[0014] That is, in accordance With yet a further feature of 
the invention, there is provided a method for retouching 
redigitiZed, screened originals, Which comprises ?rst per 
forming a method as outlined in the foregoing paragraphs, 
and then correcting defective screen dots screen dot by 
screen dot. 

[0015] In accordance With yet an additional feature of the 
invention, the correction of a defective screen dot is per 
formed by interpolating adjacent, correct screen dots. 

[0016] In accordance With yet another feature of the 
invention, the correction of a region With a plurality of 
defective screen dots is undertaken progressively (itera 
tively) in each case at the screen dot that has the most correct 
or already corrected screen dots for an interpolation in its 
neighborhood. 

[0017] In accordance With a concomitant feature of the 
invention, interpolation of subpixel accuracy is performed 
on the basis of a displacement of the centers of the screen 
dots by means of suitable scale ?lters onto integral pixel 
coordinates and a subsequent simple averaging over the set 
pixels of a screen dot. 

[0018] The present method eliminates, in particular, dust 
artifacts and scratch artifacts from contaminated image data. 
Furthermore, missing points are also ?lled up in the screen 
and inhomogeneous image regions are corrected in part. The 
production of visible moire effects in the retouched image 
data is avoided in this case With particular advantage by 
replacement of only small areas. 

[0019] The ?rst and second process sequences may be 
explained as folloWs: 

Part A: Detection of Defective Image Regions 

[0020] A screen surface consists of elliptical or circular 
screen dots that are arranged generally in a rectangular 
screen. The screen is uniquely described by an origin (0,0) 
and a screen vector (u,v). The radius of a screen dot is a 
function of the associated area ?ll (0-100%) of the screen 
surface. By de?nition, a screen dot consists of black (set or 
addressed) pixels of the binary original. A defective image 
region is to be understood as a number of screen dots that, 
for example oWing to contaminants, have an area ?ll devi 
ating from their neighborhood, or Which lie at an irregular 
screen position. 
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[0021] The detection of such a defective region is per 
formed in the following three steps: 

[0022] a) Finding all possible screen dots in the 
selected image region. 

[0023] b) Local analysis of the screen structure. 

[0024] c) Selection and recording of defective screen 
dots in a list. 

[0025] a) The possible screen dots are found by a coher 
ence analysis. The latter assigns adjacent black pixels to a 
screen dot. Since the given image or partial image can have 
different area ?lls, and the screen dots are coherent in part 
starting from What is termed the point closure region 
(approx. 50%), the given image must be suitably prepro 
cessed. Auniform area ?ll of approx. 35%, Which is required 
for the coherence analysis, is achieved by a morphological 
erosion. The result of the coherence analysis is a list of 
screen dots from Which excessively large or excessively 
small points are expunged. These are not used for the 
subsequent screen reconstruction (see FIG. 1). 

[0026] b) For the purpose of local reconstruction of the 
existing screen structure, each possible screen dot on the list 
is assigned a pixel coordinate (x,y) that describes its center. 

[0027] In a rectangular screen, each regular position can 
be described by: 

[0028] Where (i,j) are to be understood as What is termed 
the screen position of the screen dots. Simple optimization 
methods can be used to determine the previously unknoWn 
screen parameters (0,0) and (u,v) from a minimum number 
of 4 screen dots. These screen parameters are used in the 
folloWing step to select the defective points from the mul 
tiplicity of possible screen dots. 

[0029] c) The object of the invention is, in particular, the 
elimination of dust artifacts and scratch artifacts from 
screened originals. The corrected image is to have a com 
plete screen dot structure that corresponds to the original and 
Wherein each screen dot is described by its screen position. 
The list of screen dots found (in a) is transferred into the 
screen dot structure. Free screen positions, that is to say 
image regions Wherein no screen dots Were found, are 
entered as defects in the list. 

[0030] In a further step, all the screen dots in occupied 
screen positions are entered as defective if their area ?ll 
deviates more strongly than a selected percentage value 
from the average area ?ll of the overall image or its local 
neighborhood. Screen dots that are globally or locally too 
bright or too dark are thereby rejected. 

[0031] Together With the associated image pixels, the 
screen positions (i,j) entered in the list represent the totality 
of the defective image regions. Each screen position (i,j) 
thus represents a screen dot (see FIG. 2). 

Part B: Replacement of the Defective Image 
Regions 

[0032] The replacement of the defective image regions is 
preferably performed by a local interpolation of subpixel 
accuracy, of the defective screen dots by means of suitable 
adjacent points. If, for example, only one defective screen 
dot is present, it is calculated from the screen dots adjacent 
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in the screen structure When a minimum number of them is 
not defective. If too many defective screen dots are adjacent, 
the replacement is carried out iteratively, that is to say the 
points that have an adequate number of nondefective neigh 
bors are the ?rst to be replaced. They are then marked in the 
subsequent iteration as nondefective and used for further 
replacement of the screen dots that are still defective. Only 
once all the defective points have been replaced does the 
method end. 

[0033] The interpolation, of subpixel accuracy, is based on 
a displacement of the centers of the screen dots by means of 
suitable scale ?lters onto integral pixel coordinates (x,y), 
and subsequent simple averaging over the set pixels of a 
screen dot. 

[0034] Other features Which are considered as character 
istic for the invention are set forth in the appended claims. 

[0035] Although the invention is illustrated and described 
herein as embodied in a method for retouching screened 
binary image data redigitiZed in pixels, it is nevertheless not 
intended to be limited to the details shoWn, since various 
modi?cations and structural changes may be made therein 
Without departing from the spirit of the invention and Within 
the scope and range of equivalents of the claims. 

[0036] The construction and method of operation of the 
invention, hoWever, together With additional objects and 
advantages thereof Will be best understood from the folloW 
ing description of speci?c embodiments When read in con 
nection With the accompanying draWings. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0037] FIG. 1 is a ?oWchart for the sequence of the 
method according to the invention for selecting defective 
screen dots; and 

[0038] FIG. 2 is a ?oWchart for the sequence of the 
method according to the invention for replacing the defec 
tive regions. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

[0039] Referring noW to the ?gures of the draWing in 
detail and ?rst, particularly, to FIG. 1 thereof, the ?oWchart 
outlines the sequence of the method according to the inven 
tion for selecting defective screen dots up to their recording 
in a list in accordance With the above-described section A) 
of the method. 

[0040] A binary original 1 to be corrected is taken at the 
start of the method, and this is folloWed by a binary erosion 
of the screen dots determined at 2. Reference is had to the 
above description concerning the determination and the 
carrying out of the erosion. This erosion is carried out via a 
loop With the aid of a yes/no interrogation 3 until the screen 
dots have a uniform area ?ll of their screen cells of<35%. 

[0041] After the erosion, a coherence analysis is used at 4 
to determine coherent pixels Which are respectively assigned 
to a screen dot, as a result of Which the screen dots are 

identi?ed via the yes/no interrogation 5. 

[0042] The identi?ed screen dots are entered in a list 6 and 
recorded in this Way. 
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[0043] With reference to FIG. 2, there is shown a ?oW 
chart for the sequence of the method according to the 
invention for replacing the defective regions in accordance 
With section B) of the method described above. 

[0044] The list of the determined screen dots that is 
obtained at 6 in FIG. 1 is taken ?rstly at 7, and the screen 
parameters are calculated from it at 8. The screen structure 
is determined therefrom at 9, and thus the possible screen 
dots, as Well. 

[0045] A yes/no interrogation is used at 10 to ?nd out 
Whether the position of a possible screen dot is free or not. 
Thus, the list recorded at 6, and used at 7, of the screen dots 
thus determined is compared by individual screen dot With 
the list, Which can be obtained, as it Were, from 9, of the 
possible screen dots. Free screen positions determined there 
from are entered directly at 11 into a list of defective screen 
dots, While screen dots determined as eXisting are entered in 
the list of defective screen dots at 11 only When the result of 
a further interrogation at 12 is that the area ?ll is not correct 
in the case of the respectively determined screen dot, that is 
to say the screen dot is not correctly developed. 

[0046] It should be stressed once again at this juncture, 
that the method according to the invention is provided, in 
particular, for the purpose of eliminating local screen defects 
such that larger areas, possibly intentionally unprinted 
regions of the original, need not be taken into consideration. 

I claim: 
1. A method of retouching screened binary image data 

redigitiZed in piXels, Which comprises selecting defective 
screen dots in the image and recording the defective screen 
dots for detecting screen defects. 

2. The method according to claim 1, Which further com 
prises eliminating local screen defects determined in the 
detecting step. 

3. The method according to claim 2, Wherein the local 
screen defects are of a type selected from the group of dust 
artifacts and scratch artifacts. 

4. The method according to claim 1, Which comprises 
determining all possible screen dots for selecting defective 
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screen dots in a selected screen region, and analyZing an 
eXisting screen structure. 

5. The method according to claim 4, Which comprises 
regarding addressed piXels arranged immediately adjacent to 
one another as forming a screen dot. 

6. The method according to claim 5, Which comprises, in 
order to avoid screen dot contacts betWeen mutually adja 
cent screen dots, morphologically eroding given screen dots 
to obtain a uniform magnitude With a suf?ciently small 
degree of area coverage for a screen cell. 

7. The method according to claim 4, Which comprises 
selecting and recording missing screen dots as being defec 
tive screen dots by comparing the determined screen dots 
and the possible screen dots. 

8. The method according to claim 1, Which comprises 
?nding screen dots outside an acceptable coverage range by 
comparison With an average of a number of screen dots, and 
recording the screen dots outside the acceptable coverage 
range as defective screen dots. 

9. Amethod of retouching redigitiZed, screened originals, 
Which comprises selecting defective screen dots in the 
original by performing the method according to claim 1, and 
correcting the defective screen dots screen dot by screen dot. 

10. The method according to claim 9, Wherein the cor 
recting step comprises interpolating adjacent, correct screen 
dots and using the interpolation to correct the defective 
screen dot. 

11. The method according to claim 10, Which comprises 
correcting a region With a plurality of defective screen dots 
progressively in each case at a screen dot that has the most 
correct or already corrected screen dots for an interpolation 
in its neighborhood. 

12. The method according to claim 10, Which comprises 
interpolating With subpiXel accuracy based on a displace 
ment of the centers of the screen dots by suitable scale ?lters 
onto integral piXel coordinates, and subsequently averaging 
over the set piXels of a screen dot. 


